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Figure 1. Location of project corridor in Aiken County, South Cazolina (base map is USGS South Carolina 1:500,000).




INTRODUCTION

Department of
Archives and History
Survey Architectural
Historian to Mz,
David Sclmeicler,
Preservation
Consultan’cs, dated
February 14, 1989).

Archiva 1
and historical
research was ]_imitecl

to a review of
seconclary sources
available in  the
Chicora Foundation
ﬂles, as well as
research  at  the
South Caroliniana
Li])rary and  the
Thomas Cooper Map
Repository.

Figure 2. Hxisting electrical substation imme&ia’tely north of the

northeast.
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survey tract, View to the

The arclnaeological gurvey was conducted on
March 23, 2000 by Dr. Michael Trinkley and Mr. Tom
Covington, The architectural purvey of the corri&or,
designecl to review and validate the £incl'mgs of the
previous county—wicle survey as well as to determine if
there were additional ]:ﬁsrtotiq gites in the APE, was also
conducted on March 23.Laboratory work and report
procluction were conducted at Chicora's lahoratories in
Columbia, South Carolina on March 27-28.
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NATURAL SETTING

Ph!siograghx and Geology

Aibken County is located midway between the
mountains and the coast. On the west the County is
separa%ecl from Georgia lay the Savannah River. To the
north it is bordered l)y E&ge{:ieicl and Saluda counties.
To the east lays Lexington County with the border
established lny C}linquapin Creek and the North Edisto
River. To the south

called the Sandhills, about 12.5 miles northeast of the
City of Aiken and only 2.3 miles southwest of the small
community of Foxtown in the northeast corner of the
county. The project area is generally level, with onjy a
very graclual slope up toward the northeast corner of the
tract (Figure 3). Elevations in the stuciy area are ahout
340 to 355 feet AMSL. The most pronounced

elevation in the tract is a swale which runs rougHy east-

Aiken County is
Imr(lerec; by Barnweu
and Orangeburg
ceunties. It ig
situated about 60
miles southwest of
COiumLia. an& 125
miles northwest of
Charleston.

T h o
topograp}ay varies
éramaticaﬂy as one
moves  from  the
Southern  Coastal
Plain in the
southeastern portion
of the county, which

is nearly Jevel te

gentiy sloping, into

Figure 3. View of study tract , looking south-southwest.

the Cazolina
Sanclhiﬂs, which are
characterized }Jy more -mo&erai:eiy steep topograpily. The
Coastal Plajn accounts for about 15% of the county,
while the Sandhills account for roughly 80%. In the
northwestern corner of Aiken County there is a amall
area of Piedmont terrain, where the soils are dominantly
s}oping to very steep. Elevations in the county range
from about 100 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)
along the Savannah River to about 635 feet AMSL in
the northern portions {Rogers 1985:2).

The project area is found in the area typicaﬂy

west through the area (Figure 4). This may represent an
effort to rechannalize a small, intermittent clrainage
which has been covered up by the existing suhstalion to
the north of the stucly tract.

Other than this intermittent (and very dry at
the time of this study) drainage, the nearest permanent
water to the tract is the South Edisto River and swamp,
about 0.6 mile to the west. O{her, much smaller
&rainages, are found to the north and south of the stucly
area, ﬂowing westwardiy into the South Edisto swamps.
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Figure 4. View of swale or Clrainage running 'l:llrougll the a'hld'y tract, loolamg southeast, with

unclerstancling of
past lifeways are the
Eloils, c]i:na’te, and

ﬂora o{ ’t]:le
Sandhills.

Soils

From a
sails perspective the
Sandhills tend to be
characterized ]:|y
exceasively drained
sands found on 2 to
16% slopes and
riclges. Well drained
to mo&erate}y well
drained mediu_m to
fine textured soils
slightly

The Carolina Sandhills extends somewhat
intermittently across the midlands of South Carolina,
just below the fall line, in an irregular helt 5 to 30 miles
wide. The fall line iteelf was sculp’ced }Jy the girong
erosion of rivers and streams passing from the hard
crystalline bedrocks of the Piedmont into the loose,
unconsolidated sands of the Coastal Plain. It is along
this fall line where the rapic]ly clescen&ing rivers form
shoals.

The relaﬁonslﬁp of the Sandhills to these
related physiog:aplu'c features has heen long debated,
with a common explanation being that the Sandhills are
the remnants of former beaches of the Cretaceous
period about 130 million years ago (Barry 1980:97).
Arguing against this, however, is the realization that in
Tmany areas, the Sandhills are ]:Ligher than the acljaaent
Piedmont. It seems more likely that this region
represents the l'l.igl-lly weathered, and discontinuous,
remnants of the continental Phase of the Tuscaloosa
formation which dates back to the Mesozoic (Duke
1961).

Regarcﬂess, these questions of geology have

little impact on the use of the Sandhills by either
P Y
prehis’toric or historic people. More important to our
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compactecl subsoils
are found at the base

‘of these alopes, although still on genﬂy sloping

'l'opograp}ly. Excessively drained soils with 1oamy,
compact subsoils are {-ypicaﬂy found on positions where
the Slopes break to meet the streams. Qvera]l, inherent
£erti.1ity and organic content of the _soils are low.
Leacl':ing of plant nutrients is rapi& and the soils are
Bh'ongl'y acid. These features tend to dive the Sand Hills

a rather bleak and monotonous lanclaca.pe.

In the project area the =oils are broadly
classified as the Troup-Lalzeland—Fuquay Complex.
These soils are well drained and typica]_[‘y have a loamy
subsoil. Rogers (1985:Map 18) reveals that the study
area consieis primar;ily of Troup sands, These are well
drained soils that are formed in sam:]ty marine sediments
and are found on long, broad riclges and smooth side
slopes. They exhibit an A horizon of grayish-brown
(10YR5/2) sancl toa dG'P"I].'l o£ a.l:oul: 0.3 JEoot, under
which is a brownish-yellow {10YR6/6) sand to a depth
of about 1.8 feet.

To the north there are some areas of Vaucluse
loalny sands. These are also well drained, but tend to be
found on narrower riclges and adjacent side slopes. The
A horizon consists of brown (10YR5/3) sands to a
c[eptl‘l of 0.3 foot. The unclerlying E horizon is a




NATURAL SETTING

brownish-yellow (10YR6/6) sand to a depth of 0.9 foot.
Below this is a Blt horizon of ye]lowisll brown
(10YR5/6) sand to a depth of at least 1.9 feet. In
a&diﬁon, there are some areas of Bibb soils in the shldy
tract, prirnari.ly associated with the clra.inage. These
soi_ls, found in level areas acliacent to small dra.inages,
exhibit a dark gray (10YR4/1) sand to a &ept]:l of 0.6
foot, below which is a light brownish gray (10YR6/2)
sand to at least 1.1 feet, These soils tend to exhibit a
somewhat reduced soil profile, largely because of the
moisture in the soils.

Aiken County is just outside the area studied
Ly Trimble (1974), although adjacent Edgefield County
was found to have lost over a foot of soil to erosion and
the Btucly area is part of the Cotton Plantation Area,
recognized for its high Antebellum erosive land use with
Posthellum continuation. This area, because of the
nature of the soﬂa, the type of agﬁcml’mral procluc’ts
grown, and the form of tenancy common, sulfered the
greatest erosion in the Sowth. Lowry (1934) found that
while the level sanc]ry soils of the region suffered little or
no erosion, those associated with the steeper slopes, or
along c].rainageways such as nearl)y creelzs, suffered
moderate sheet erosion. Based on this information it
geems h}ze}y that while the western portion of the study
area has suffered

gystems. Those from the west tend to stall in the
Appalachia.n Mountains, moist warm air masses from
the Gulf of Mexico move into the area, and coastal
systems come in off the Atlantic Ocean. The result,
llOWEVEr, is far from unplea.ﬂant. In fact, Aiken has been
known for at nearly 150 years as a health resort,
hecause of its weather. The average winter temperature
of 48° P and the average summer temperature of 79°
F confirm the generally mild climate. There are 48
inches of annual precipitation, with over fa]_]ing in the
growing season (Rogers 1085:1). In spite of this,
Brooks and Crass suggest an element of uncertainty in
the rainfall, with the amount oceurring during the
prime growing season of such crops as cotton or corn
]naving bheen margi.na.l. They suggeat that this depressecl
"productivity relative to labor input” and encouraged "a
broad spectrum subsistence base" (Brooks and Crass
1991:10).

Floristics

Perhaps the most noticeable feature about the
Sandhills, however, is its c]:laracteﬁ.s’ticauy xerophy’tic
vegetation. Fpuncl where there is an exh'emely

permea}ale 1la.yer of Ban&y soil which is leached of
nutrients, this pattern is maintained I)y fire. Curiously,

litde or no erosion,

the eastern area is

lileely to llave }JEED
B'uJJ]ectecl to relaﬁvely
moderate rates of
sheet erosion. None
of the tract exhibits
slopes over ahout
6%, =so erosion
overall was very
limited.

Moving to
the c]_imate, this
portion of South
Carolina is affected
l)y the unusual
convergence of three
aiﬁerent weather
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the vegefaﬁonal pattern can quicl?_ly c]Jange, however,
clepending on such factors as the pregence of qlay subsoil
and the clepth of the water table. Barry remarks, for
example:

the complete transition from a xeric
hJIIQEY oak barren to a ]:lyclric l}ay or
pocosin can  occur within a
rema.rha]:ly short distance, often with
very little ecotone (Barry 1980:100).

While Turkey Qak Barrens and Serub QOak
Barrens occur in the vicinity of the project arca, the
more dominant vegetation is the Xeric Pine-Mixed
Hardwood, eviclencing a a]ightly more mesia condition
(Figure 5). However, it should be cautioned that the
area has un&e:gone extensive alterations ﬂn'ough time,
so that the vegetation present to&ay bears ].i.lzely bares
. little resemblance to the mnatural vegetation of the
region.

It seems likely that this region historically
would have been characterized Ly lol)loﬂy pines, perJJaps
red cedar, and post oak. Hickories would have included
pt:imarﬂy the pignut hickory. Unc].erstory Plan‘l:s, then as
now, would include clogwood, sassa{-ras, Llaclegum, and

persimmon.




PREHISTORIC AND HISTORIC BACKGROUND

Previous Research

Of the 85 reports concerning Aiken County
ligted l:ly Derting et al. {1991), nea.rly 24% {(n=20) are
the result of relaﬁvely emall, or at least cons’crainecl,
surveys associated with ]:lighway projects, while an
additional 30 studies (35%) are associated with the on-
going archaeological and historical research for the
Department of Energy at the Savannah River Plant.
Cther major "themes" in the a:cllaeological research of
Aiken County include work at Fort Moore, Coker
Springs, and Silver Bluff. There appears to have been
no work undertaken in the immediate area of the
proposecl substation site.

Several previous pu}o]jshed arcllaeological
studies are available for the Aiken (and Barnwell) area
of South Carolina to provi&e laaclagtounc], iuc‘[urling the
syntl'leﬁc works from the Savannah River Plant, about
25 miles south of the project area. Sassaman et al.
(1990) disouss the prehistory of the region, providing a
framework of current research and sitefsettlement
models, while Brooks and Crass (1991) provide a
somewhat more modest effort for the historic periocl in
the general vicinity. These studies should be consulted

for additional information on the arclja.eological context
of the project area.

Prehistoric Overview
Palecindian Period

The Palecindian Period, most commonly dated
from about 12,000 to 10,000 B.P., is evidenced }Jy
basally thinned, side-notch proiectije points; fluted,
lanceolate projecﬁle points, side BCTapers, end scrapers;
and drills (Coe 1964; Michie 1977; Williams 1965).
Oliver (1981, 1985) has propose& to extend the
Palecindian c].a’cing in the North Carolina Piedmont to
perhaps as early as 14,000 B.P., incorporating the
Harclaway Side-Notched and Palmer Comer-Notched
types, usually accepted as Farly Archaic, as

representatives of the terminal p]lase. This view, verloaﬂy
Buggested ]3y Coe for a number of years, has
considerable technological appeal.! Cliver suggests a
continuity from the Har&away Blade ﬂ'n:oug}: the
Harclaway—Dal‘l'on to the Harc].away Side-Notched,
eventuaﬂy to the Palmer Side-Notched (Oliver
1985:199-200). While convincingly argued, this

approach is not univversaﬂy acceptec}..

The Palecindian occupation, while widsspread,
does not appear to have been intensive. Artifacts are
most {-requ.ently found along major river drainages,
which Michie interprets io support the concept of an
economy "oriented toward the exploi’ca’cion of now
extinct mega-fauna" (Michie 1977:124). Survey data
for Palecindian tools, most nctably fluted points, is
somewhat dated, but has been summarized Ly Charles
and Michie 1992). They reveal a widespread distribution
across the state (see also Anderson 1992b:Figure 5.1)
with at least several concentrations relating to intensity
of collector activity. What is clear is that points are
found Jr.airly far removed from the origin of the raw
material, Charles and Miche guggest that this may
"imply a geographicaﬂy extensive settlement system"
(Charles and Michie 1992:247).

Although data are sparse, one of the more
atbractive theories that explains  the widespread
distribution of Palecindian sites is the model tracking
the replacement of a high technology forager (or HTF)
a.clap’fation ]Jy a "progreasively more generalizecl

! While never discussed by Coe at ]ength, he did
ohserve that many of the Hanlaway points, especia.l}y from the
lowest contexts, had facial fluting or t]:inning which, "in cases
where t]:le side—nott:l:les or basal portions were missing, . . .
could be mistaken for fluted points of the Paleo-Indian
period" (Coe 1964:64). While not an especially strong
statement, it does reveal the formation of the concept.
Purther insight is offered by Ward's (1983:63) all too brief
comments on the more recent investigations at the Hardaway
site (see also Daniel 1092).
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Reglonal Phases
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Figure 6. Generalized cultural perioc]s for South Carolina.
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band/microband {:oraging ac]aption" accom})aniecl }JY
'mcreasingly distinet regional traditions (PEI]J&PB
reﬂecting movement either along or perhaps evern

between river drainages) (Anderson 1992b:46).

Distinctive projectile points include lanceolates
guch as Clovis, Dal’con, Perhaps the Harc].away, and Big
Sandy (Coe 1964; Phelps 1983; Oliver 1985). A
tempora.l sequence of Palecindian projecrh’]e points was
proposer:l }JY Williams (1965:24-51), but accorc].ing to
Pl’lelps (1983:18) there is little shaﬁgrapllic or
chronometric evidence for it. While this is cerl:ainly
true, a number of authors, such as Anderson {1992a)
and Oliver (1985) have assembled impressive data sets.
We are indlined to believe that while often not
conclusively proven by stratigraphic excavations (and
such proo£ may be an unreasonable expectation), there
isa la.rge body of circumstantial evidence. The weight of
this evidence tends to pxovide considerable support.

Unfortunately, relatively little is known about
Palecindian subsistence strategies, settlement systems,
or social organization {see, ]:lowever, Anderson 1992b
for an excellent overview and s}mth&iis of what is
}znown). Generauy, archaeologists agree that the
Paleoindian groups were at a band level of gociety, were
noma&ic, and were both hunters and fora.gers. While
p-opula.’cion tlen.sity, based on isolated finds, is thoug}ﬂ:
to have heen low, Walthall suggesta that toward the end

of the p-erio&, "there was an increase in populaﬁon-

density and in territoriality and that a number of new
resource areas were heginning to he exploited” (Walthall

1980:30).
Archaic Period

The Archaic Periocl, which dates from 10,000
to 3,000 B.P.z, does not form 2 s]:larp break with the

* The terminal point for the Archaic is no clearer
than that for the Palecindian and many researchers suggest a
terminal date of 4,000 B.P. rather than 3,000 B.P. There is
also the question of whether ceramics, such as the fiber-
tempered Stallings ware, will be included as Archaio, or will
be included with the Woodland. O]iver, for example, argues
that the inclusion of ceramics with Late Archaic atéributes
"comp]icates and confuses classification and interpretation
needlessly’ (Oliver 1981 20). He vomments that according to

Paleoindian Perioc[, but is a slow tramsition
characterized by 2 modern climate and an increase in
the clwersﬂ:y of material culture. Associated with this is
2 reliance on a broad gpectrum of small mammals,
alt]noug}l the white tailed deer was ]leely the most
commonly exp]oitad animal.  Archaic period
assemnblages, exempliﬁecl lay corner-notched and broad-
stemmed projecl-ﬂe points, are fairly common, per]:naps
hecause the swamps and r:].rainagea offered especially
attractive ecotones.

Many researchers have repor’cecl data suggestive
of a noticeable popdaﬁon increase from the Pslecindian
into the Ea.rly Archaic. This has tentativel‘y been
associated with a greater emp}lasis on fomging.
Diagnostio Eal:ly Archaic artifacts include the Kirk
Corner Notched point. As preyiously discussed, Palmer
points may be included with either the Paleoindian or
Axchaic periocl, depenu].ing on theoretical perepective,
As the climate became hotter and drier than the
previous Palecindian perior:l, resultin.g in vegeta,’cional
changes, it also affected Be’cﬂement patterning as
evidenced l)y a long-term Rirk Pl'la.se midden cleposi’c at
the Hardaway site (Coe 1964:60). This is believed to
have been the yesult of a change in subsistence
strategies.

Settlements &uring the Ear}y Archaic suggest
the presence of a few very large, and apparently .
in’censive}y occupiecl, sites which can best be considered
base camps. Hardaway might be one such site. In
aclclii‘ion,.t]:lere were numerous small sites which procluce
only a few artifacts — these are the "network of tracks"

the original definition of the Archaic, it "represents a

preceramic horizon" and that "the presence of ceramics

provides a convenient marker for separation of the Archaic
and Woodland periods (Cliver 1981:21). Others would
counter that such an a.pproach ignores cultural continuity and
forces an artificial, and pBIllﬂPEI unrealistic, separation,
Sassaman and Anderson (1994:38-44), for example, include
Stallings and Thom's Creek wares in their discussion of "Late
Archaio Pottery.” While this issue has been of considerable
importance along the Carolina and Georgia coasts, it has
never affected the Piec‘mont, which seems to have embraced
pottery far later, well into the conventional Woodland petiod.
The importance of the issue in the Sancﬂ'li]]s, un{ortunntel'y,

is not well known,

11




ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND ARCHITECTURAL SURVEY OF THE PROPOSED CAMP LONG SUBSTATION

mentioned by Ward (1983:65). The base camps
procluce a wide range of artifact types and raw materials
which has suggee'te& to many researchers 1ong~term,
perhaps seasonal or multi-seasonal, ocoupation. In
contrast, the smaller sites are though'l: of as Elpeci.al
purpose or foraging sites (see Ward 1983:67).

Middle Archaic (8,000 to 6,000 B.P.)
cliagnostic attifacts  include Morrow Mountain,
Cuilford, Stanly and Halifax prejectile points. Much of
our best information on the Middle Archaic comes from
gites invesﬁgatecl west of the Appa.la.u]:lian Mountains,
such as the work by Jeff Chapman and his students in
the Little Tennessee River Vaﬂey (for a general overview
see Chapman 1977, 1985a, 1985h). There is good
evidence that Middle Archaic lithic tecl'mologies
ckanged &Iamaﬁcauy. End scrapers, at {imes associated
with Palecindian traditions, are clisconﬁnuecl, raw
materials tend to reflect the greater use of loc'auy
available materials, and mortars are initia]ly introduced.
Associnted with these technological clmnges there seem
to also be some signiﬁca.nt cultural modifications.
Prepa.recl burials ]aegin to more commonly occur and
storage pits are identified. The work at Middle Archaic
Tiver vaﬂey pites, with their evidence of a diverse floral
and faunal subsistence ]:lase, seems to stand in stark
contrast to Caldwell's (1958) Middle Archaic "Old
Quartz Industry" of Georgia and the Carolinas, where
axes, chopperﬂ, and ground and pohshec]. stone tools are
very rare.

Among the most common of all Middle
Woodland artifacts is the Morrow Mountain Stemmed
projectile point. Originally divided into two varieties by
Coe (1964:37,43) based primarily on the size of the
blade and the stem. Morrow Mountain I points had
relativel'y small triangular blades with short, pointec].

stems. Morrow Mountain II points had longer, narrower

hlades with long, taperecl sterns. Coe augges‘ce& a
temporal gequence from Morrow Mountain I to Morrow
Mountain 1. While this has been reiec’te& Ly some
archaeologis’ts, who suggeat that the differences are
eni‘irely related to the ljfe-stage of the point, the debate
is far from settled and Coe has considerable support for

his scenario.

The Morrow Mountain point is also important
in our discussions since it represents a cleparh.u’e from

12

the Carolina Stemmed Tradition. Coe has suggeste&
that the groups responsil)le for the Middle Archaic
Morrow Mountain (an& the later Guilford points) were
intrusive ("without any background” in Coe's words) into
the North Carolina Pier}.mont, from the weat, and were
contemporaneous with the groups proclucing Stanly
points (Coe 1964:122-123; see also Phelps 1983:23).
Phelps, ]Ju.ilcling on Coe, refers to the Morrow
Mountain and Guilford as the "Western Intrusive
horizon." Sassaman {1995} has recently propose{l a -
scenario for the Motrow Mountain gdroups which would
support this west-to-east time-transgressive process.
Abbott and his co]leag‘ues, per]:laps unaware of
Sassaman's data, dismisa the concept, commenting that
the shear distribution and number of these points
"makes this position wholly untenahle" (Abbott et al.
1995:9).

The controversy surrounding Morrow
Mountain also includes its posite& date range. Coe
(1964:123) did not expect the Morrow Mountain to
predate 6500 B.P., yet more recent research in
Tennessee reveals a date range of about 7500 te 6500
B.P. Sassaman and Anderson (1994:24) observe that
the South Carolina dates have never matched the
antiquity of their more western counterparts and suggest
continuation to perhaps as late as 5500 B.P. In fact
they suggest that even later dates are possil:le since it
can often be difficult to separate Morrow Mountain and
Guilford points.

A Iecenﬂy defined point is the MALA. The
term is an acronym standing for Middle Archaic and
Late J_\rc]:laic, the strata in which these points were first
encountered at the Pen Point site (38BR383) in
Barnwell County, South Carolina {Sassaman 1985).
These stemmed and notched lanceolate points were
ori.ginaﬂy found in a context suggesting a single-episocle
event with variation not based on tempora] variation.
The original discussion was exp]icitly worded to aveid
applicaﬁon of a ‘cypology, altl'mug}:l as Sassaman and
Anderson (1994:27) note, the "type” has spread into
more common usage. Lhere are possible connections
with both the Halifax points of North Carolina and the
Benton points of the middle Tennessee River va]ley,
while the "heartland” {or the MATLA appears confined to
the lower middle Coastal Plain of South Carolina,
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The available information has resulted in a
vanety of competing settlement models. Some argue for
increased sedentism and a reduction of mo]:ili‘cy (ree
Coodyear et al. 1979:111). Ward argues that the most
appropriate model is one which includes relatively stable
and sec].en'l;ary hunters and gatherers "primarily ac].apte&
to the varied and rich resource base offered by the major
alhuvial valleys” (Ward 1983:69). While he recognizes
the presence ol “inter-riverine" sites, he discounts
explanaﬁons which focus on seasonal rounds, suggesting
"alternative explanations . . . [inclucling] a wide range of
a.da.pﬁve responees.” Most importan’tly, he notes that:

the seasonal transhumance model
and the Beclen’cary model are opposite
ends of a continuum, and in all
likelihood variations on these two
themes pro]:)al:ly existed in different
regions at different times t}uoug]:lout
the Archaic period (Ward 1983:69).

Others suggest increased mo]:uﬂjty cluring the
Archaic (see Cable 1982). Sassaman (1983) has
sugges’tecl that the Morrow Mountain pl‘ta.se people had
a great deal of residential moljijity, based on the variety
of environmental zones t]:Ley are founcl in and the lack
of site c\wamﬂ:y The h.lgh level of mo}Ji]i’cy, coupled with
the rapicl repla.cement of these points, may ]:ualp ex-plain
the seemingly large numbers of sites with Middle
Archaic assem])lages. Curious]'y, the later QGuilford
p]:ase sites are not as mc].ely clis'tri]autecl, perha.ps
sugdesting that on]y certain micro-environments were
used (of. Ward [1983:68-69] who would likely reject
the notion that suljs’can{‘iaﬂy different environmental
zones are, in fact, represented).

Recently Abbott et al. argue for a combination
of these models, noting that the almost certain increase
in populaﬁon levels prol:a]:nly resulted in a contraction of
local territories. With small territories there would have
heen si.gniﬁcantly greater pressure lo succesﬂfu]ly exploit
the limited resources ])y more Erequent movement of
camps. They discount the idea that these territories
could have been exploited from a singla base camp
without horticultural tecllnology. Abbott and his
colleagues conclude, "increased residential mohility
under such conditions may in fact represent a common
stage in the development of sedentism" (Abbott et al.

1995:9).

From excavations at a Sandhills site in
Chesterficld County, South Caroling, Gunn and his
colleague (Gunn and Wilson 1993) offer an alternative
model for Middle Archaic settlement. He accepts that
the uplan&s were desiccated from glo}Jal warming, but
rather than ]J_'[T]_lt]_ng occupation, this environmental
cl-lange made the area more attractive for residential
base camps. Gunn and Wilson suggest that the open, or
'Eringe, habitat of the uplancl margine would have been

attractive to a wide variety of pla.nt and animal gpecies,

The Late Archaic, usually dated from 6,000 to
3,000 or 4,000 B.P., is characterized by the
appearance of large, square stemmed Savannah River
projectile points (Coe 1964). These people continued to
intensively exploit the uplancls much like earlier Axchaic
groups w-ii‘lrl, the bulk of our data for this perioc]. coming
from the Uwharrie region in North Carolina.

‘One of the more debated irsues of the Late
Archaic is the typology of the Savannah River Stemmed
and its various diminutive forms. Oliver, rel{inipg Coe's
(1964} original Savannah River Stemmed type and a
small variant from Gaston (South 1959:153-157),
&evelope& a complete sequence of stemmed points that
decrease uni‘EomlIy in size through time (Oliver 1981,
1985). Speciﬁcauy, he sees the progression from
Savannah River Stemmed to Small Savannah River
Stemmed to Cypsy Stemmed to Swannanoa from about
5000 B.P. to about 1,500 B.P. He also notes that the
latter two forms are associated with Woodland pottery.

This reconstruction is still debated with a
number of arcl-meologists expressing concern with what
t}ley see as ‘rypological overlap and ambigui‘cy. Tl'ley
point to a dearth of radiocarbon dates and good
excavation contexts at the same time ’t]:ley express
concern with the a,ppfica’tion of this typo]ogy outside the
North Carolina Piedmont (aee, for a ByTL.OpBis,
Sassaman and Anderson 1990:158-162, 1994:35).

I addition to the presence of Savannah River
points, the Late Archaic also witnessed the introduction
of steatite vessels (see Coe 1964:112-113; Sassaman
1993}, Po]is]:e& and Pec]ze(l stone artifacts, and gri.nc].ing
stones. Some also indlude the introduction of fiber-
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ternpered pottery about 4000 B.P. in the Late Archaic
{for a discussion see Saspaman and Andexson 1994:38-
44}, This innovation is of special importance along the
Qeorgia and South Carolina coasts, but seems to have

had only minimal irmpact in the upla.nds of South or
North Caro]in.a.

There is evidence that during the Late Archaic
the climate }JeQa.n to approximate modern climatic
conditions. Rainfall increased resulﬁng in a more lush
vegetation pattemn. The pollen record indicates an
inorease in pine which reduced the oa.lz—l’)iclzory nut

masts which praviously were 80 wic]espread. This chﬂnge 1

prol)a])ly affected settlement patterming since nut masts
were now more isolated and concentrated. From
research in the Savannah River va]ley near Aileen,
South C.a:olin&, Sapsamsn has {found considerable
cliversity in Late Archaic site types with sites occurring
in virtuaﬂy every upla.ncl environmental zone. He
suggests that this more complex settlement pattern
evolved from an increasingly complex socio-economio
system. While it is unlikely that this model can be
simp}y translerred to the Sandhills of South Carolina
without an extensive review of site data and micro-
environmental J.a’ca, it does demonstrate one approach
to understanding the transition from Archaic to
Woo&lan&. '

Woodland Period

As previously cliscuﬂae«i, there are those who
see the Woodland Legin.ni.ug with the introduction of
pottery. Under this scenario the Early Woodland may
begin as early as 4,500 B.P. and continued to about
2,300 B.P. Diagnostics would indlude the small variety
of the Late Archaic Savannah River Sternmed point
(Oliver 1985) and pottery of the Stallings and Thoms
Creek series. These sand temperecl Thoms Creck wares
are decorated using punctations, jal)-ancl-d.tag, and
incised designs (Trinkley 1976). Also potentially
included are Re{uge wares, also characterized l)y sancly
paste, but often ]:laving only a plai.n or &enta’te-stampecl
surface {Waring 1968). Others would have the
Woodland beQinning about 3,000 B.P. and PBt]JEI.PS as
late as 2,500 B.P. with the introduction of pottery
which is cord-marked or J;al‘yt'i.c-inlpx:eesed and sugdestive
of influences from northern cultures.
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There remains, in South Carolina,
considerable am]:)igui‘fy regarding the pottery series
found in the Sandhills and their association with coastal
pla,in and piec].mont types. The earliest pottery found at
many sites may be called either Dept—forcl or Yadkin,
depen&ing ont the research or their inclination at any

given moment.

The Dept{orcl pllase, which dates from 3050 to
1350 B.P., is best characterized by fine to coarse sandy
paste pottery with a check Ertamped surface treatment.

The Depi:ford settlement pattern involves both coastal
and inland sites.

Inland sites such as 38AK228-W, 381X5,
38RDA0, and 38BM40 indicate the presence of an
extensive Dep’c(orcl occupation on the Fall Line and the
Inner Coastal Plain/Sand Hills, a.l’fl'mugl’l Bancly, acidic

aoi]s Preclude gtatements on the su]:usistence base

. (Anderson 1979; Ryan 1972; Trinkley 1980a). These

interior or uplancl Depi{ord pites, however, are strongly
associated with the swamp terrace erlge, and this
environment is producﬁve not on_ly in nut masts, but
also in ]a.Ige mammals such as deer, Perlla.ps the best
data concerning Deptford "hase camps” comes from the
Lewis-West site (38AK228-W), where evidence of
abundant food remains, storage pit 'I'eatur&ﬁ, elaborate
material cul’cure, mortuary ]::e]navior, and craft
specia]iza,’cion has been Ieporl:ed (Sassaman et al.
1990:96-98; see also Sassaman 1993 for similar data
recovered from 38AK157).

Further to the north and west, in the
Piedmont, the Ea.rly Woodland is marked by a pottery
type defined Ly Coe (1964'27-29) as Badin.? This
pottery is identified as having very fine sand in the paste
with an occasional pel:»]:le. Coe identified corc[—marleed,
fal:ric-marlaecl, net~h'npressecl, and p]ai_n surface finishes,
Beyoncl this pottery little is known about the makers of
the Badin wares and relatively few of these sherds are

3 T]:le ceramics suggest clear regional differences
&uﬁng the Woodland which seem to cm}y he magnified cluxing
the later pl‘lases. Ward (1983:71), for exa.mple, notes that
there "marked distinctions” between the pottery from the
Buggs Island and Gaston Reservoirs and that from the south-
central Piedmont.
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reportecl from South Carolina sites.

Somewhat more information is available for
the Middle Woodland, typically given the range of about
2,300 B.P. t¢ 1,200 B.P. In the Piedmont and even
into the Sancl Hi]ls, the dominant Middle Woodland
ceramic type is typica]}y identified as the Yadkin series.
Characterized l:y a crushed quartz temper the pottery
includes surface treatments of corcl—matkecl, fabric-
marked, and a very few linear ol‘leclz—sfamped shexds
(Coe 1964:30-32). It is regret’ca}ﬂe that several of the
seemingly "best” Yadkin sites, such as the Trestle site
(31An19) explored by Peter Cooper (Ward 1983:72-
73), have never been published.

Yadkin ceramics are associated with medium-
sized triangular points, although Oliver (1081) suggests
that a continuation of the Piedmont Stemmed
Tradition to at least 1650 B.P. coexisted with this
Triangular Tradition. The Yadkin in South Carolina
has been best explorecl Ly research at 38SU83 in
Sumter County (Blﬂ.nton et al. 1986) and at 33F1.240
in Florence County {Trinkley et al. 1993)

In some respects the Late Woodland (1,200
B.P. to 400 B.P.) may he characterized as a
continuation of previous Middle Woodland cultural
asseml:lages. While outside the Carolinas there were
major cultural changes, such as the continued
clevelopment and elaboration of agricultu.re, the
Carolina groups settled into a lifeway not appreoia.l:ly
different from that observed for the previous 500-700
years. From the vantage point of the Middle Savannsh
Valley Sassaman and his colleagues note that, "the Late
Woodland is diffieult to delineate typologically from its
antecedent or from the subsequent Mississippian period"
(Sassaman et al. 1990:14). This situation would
remain unol'mngec]. until the J.evelopment of the South

Appaia.chian Mississippian complex (see Ferguson
1971).

Historic OQverview

The survey tract (presently in Aiken County)
is in what is historicaﬂy known as the Orangebu:cg
Digtrict. Altlloug}x explotaﬁon of the Savarmah River
Valley began as ‘early as the sixteenth century
{DePratter 1089), substantial settlement of the area did

not begin until after the Yamassee Indian War (1715-
1718). By the mi&—eigl'lteent]:l century, cattle ranchers
and subsistence farmers dleared land and established
small farme and pIa.nta.tions (Kovacilz and Win]:erry
1987:69-71), and I)y the eve of the American
Revolution, cattle rancl'ling was well established in the
area (Brooks 1981).

In 1826 Mills remarks that the district was
1arge1y ungettled until 1735, when a number of German
immigrants arrived, followed by a second wave in 1769.
Mills observes that north of these settlements, on the
ec].gas of the clis’crict, there were fow whites and the area
was largely inhabited ]Jy Cherokse and Catawba Indians
Mills 1972:657 [1826]). Mills, while commenting on
neighboring Edgefield District, mentioned that,

There is nothing that clistinguislles
the settlement of Eclgef:lelc’. from that
of other districts in the upper and
middle country. T]ley were all
i gra&uaﬂy settled as the tide of
emigration rolled from the north and
cast (Mills 1072:519-520 [1826)).

In the first quarter of the nineteenth century
Mills notes that the &istric‘t, in the shape of “a kind of
peninsula, or long, narrow strip” ran between the South
BEdisto on one side and the North Edisto on the other.

While Tory forces were quite active in the
a&jacen‘l: E&gefielcl District clurmg the American
Revolution, orLly two skirmish took place in Aiken
County. These were in conjunction with the American
capture of Augusta from the British, and occurred at
Beech Island and Galphin's Fort (Brooks 1984;).

By 1800 the Orangel:u.rg Distriot population
consisted of 5,957 whites, 4,110 slaves, and 88 free
blacks, for a total of 10,155. By 1820 the population
had increased to 15,653, inclucling 6,760 whites and
8,829 African American slaves. A similar situation was
occurring in adjacent Bdgefield District, where in 1800
there were 13,003 whites and 5,006 Aftican-American
slaves. In twenty years the population increased by about
7,000 with 12,864 whites, 19,198 glaves (Mills
1972:527, 664 [1826]). Although the population
decreases into the middle of the nineteenth century,
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African American slaves still dominated the
landscape, accounting for nearly 59% of
the population {DeBow 1854:302). The
decline in Papu.iation was largel'y a result of
p[anters and farmers 1ea.vi11g the exhausted
soils of South Caroling and moving to Georgia,
Aia.lnama, and Mississippi (Kovacilz and
Winberry 1987:92-93).

Mills' Atlas shows the project area,
situated between the Roclzy Springs Creek
and McTyer Creck to bhe vacant lands |
(Figure 7). The map, however, suggests |
that there were a number of farms neat]::y,
bhased on presence ofreig}:rt mills in the
genetai area. The few settlements shown
seem to cluster on the main road running
the lengﬂl of the rlistrici; and connecting ‘
the town of Orange]auxg with the towns of i
Cami)ricige (Ninety Six) and |
Richardsonville in Edgeiieicl District. ;

|
The area saw some activity cluring i

tlle Civil War. Ceneral H.]. Ki]patricla of |
the Union Army fought General Josepln !
Wheeler's troops at Blackvills, Williston, |
and Aiken &u.ring his threat to Aupgusta ||
(Wallace 1951:548).

It was not unit the end of the |-
Civil War that Aiken came under attack. i
Will the fall of Savannah, General O.H.
Hill was piacgci in charge of the [
Confederate forces in Augusta, where it was ‘
theught that Sherman's troops would surely
head in order to ciestroy the vast stores of
cotton. By late January 1865 Union forces
were rapidly aclvancing tlnoug]: South
Carolina, having taken Poco’ca.]jgo on

. \ _ G
u.ﬁ'j‘
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_ &
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$

Figiuler 7. Portion of Mills' Orarig-eburg-Disb:ict in 1826 showing the

s'tuciy area.
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January 14th and ljreﬂlzhlg the Charleston-

Savannah railway for the fizst time ciu_m:lg the war. The
Confederate forces established a defensive line near
Three Runs in Aiken Cou.nty, near where the Savannah
River Plant site is today. The Union forces reached
Allendale }Jy the 31st and succeeded in ’calaing
Blacksille, ln'eaking the Charieaton—Ham}mIg Railroad

connection.
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Union troops, inciucling the 14th and the
20th Corps as well as Major General Hugh Judson
Kﬂpatricie's cava]:y, Legan fo]]owing the raﬂway line to
the west, leading directly to Aiken. By February 10
Kilpatrick's cavalry reached Johnson's Turnout (at what
is to&ay Montmorenci), while the Confederate forces
ilasﬁly established a line about two miles east of Aiken.
Practicing total war, the country side was pillaged and
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the railway was c].estroyed. Kjlpa‘criole remarked in a
message to Sherman that "this is splenclic]. country;
plen‘fy of {orage and sup]_:!]ies" (q'uote& in Boy]s’con
n.d.:8). Efforts to advance through Aiken were foiled by
Confederate troops under the command of General
]oseph Wheeler. While Aiken was saved, as was the
Graniteville cotton miﬂ, and the stores of cotton in
August, South Carolina was lost.

Exhausted by war and stunned by the upheaval
of their economic and eocial system the residents of
Orangeburg District, as well as the rest of the state,
werein a state of confusion and ]Jardship. Immec]iﬂtely
after the Civil War cotton prices pealzed, causing many
Southerners to plant cotton again, in the llOPE of
recouping losses from the War. The si.ugle largest prol:lem
across the South, however, was labor. While some

freedmen staye& on to worI?, ol'hers, apparenﬂy many
othars, left.

The ]:urmg of freedmen l:regan immec].iately after
the war, with variable results. The Freedmen's Burean
at-l:emptecl to establish a gystem of wage lal)or, but the

effort was largel'y lempere& l'Jy the enactment of the Black

Codes by the South Carolina Legislature in September
1865. These Codes allowed nominal freedom, while

es'l:a]allslmlg a new kind of slavery, severely restricting the
rig]:d:s and [reedoms of the black majority (see Crzer
1988:50). Added to the Codes were oppressive contracts
which reinforced the power of the pla.ntation owner and
cl.egra&ed the freedom of the Blaclv.s. TIle {'reeclmen £0u11c1
power, however, in their ability to break their contracts
and move to a new plantation, Leginm'ng a new contract.
With the high price of cotton and the scarcity of labor,
this mechanism caused tremendous agitation to the
plantaﬁon OWTiers,

Graduelly owners turned away from wage labor
contracts to two kinds of tenancy — sharecropping and
renting. While very different, both succeeded in making
land owners]nip very diﬂ;icult, if not impossi]:le, for the
vast majorily of Blacks. Sharecropping required the
tenant to pay his landlord part of the crop proclucevl, while
renting reqmrecl that he pay & fixed rent in cither crops or
money. In a]:larecropping the tenant Bupp]ied the labor
and one-half of the fertilizer, the landiord supplied
everyt]lin_g else — land, house, tools, work anima]ﬂ,
animal feec]., wood for fuel, and the other half of the
needed fertilizer. In return the landlord received half of

the arop at harvest. This system became known as
"working on halves," and the tenants as "half hands," or
"half tenants.”

In ﬂ]nare-renth:lg, the landlord supplied the land,
}:Lousing, and either one-quarter or one-third of the
fertilizer costs. The tenant Suppliecl the labor, anj_majs,
animal feecl, tools, BEB&, and the remainder of the
fertilizer, At harvest the crop was divided in proportion to
the amount of fertilizer that each party supplied. A
number of variations on this occurrec[, one of the most
common being "third and fourth," where the landlord
received ome-fourth of the cotton crop and one-third of all
other crops. In ca.sh-reni:ing the landlord providecl the
land and housing, with the renter providing everyt]:ing
else and paying a fixed per-acre rent in cash.

After the Civil War the study area wes shifted
from Orangeljurg to Lexington County, altlmugl'l Aiken
was not created until 1871 when paris of aclioi_uing
Edgefield, Lexington, Barpwell, and Orangeburg

counties.

In the 1880s Aiken County had three mills
(Graniteville, Vaucluse, and Langley). Cotton was being
produced in large amounts and it was estimated that the
average cost of prod.ucing merchantable catton was about
eight cents a pound and 40 dollars to hale 500 pounds, It
appears thata large portion of the manufacturing in the
coﬁn’cy was rml]mg grain or proclucing lumber and
turpentine, Of the 31 other manufacturing
establishments there were 12 grist mills, 12 lumber mills,
6 turpentine establishments, and one paper mill
{(Anonymous 1884). There was, in addition, one granite
quarry, associated with Craniteville Manu_{ac’curing

Company.

Cotton continued to ke the major crop in the
area. In 1900 Aiken reported 63,127 acres devoted to
cotton (representing neal:ly a third of the county’s
improved farm acreage) with a yield of 28,223 bales,
placing it 11th in the state. The only crop with more
acreage was corn, planted on 75,966 acres. Com
production, at 703,080 bushels. Only Orangeburg,

Sumter, and Barnwell producecl more corn than Aiken.

The 1939 General Hig]nway and Transportation
Map of Aiken Counf:y (Figure 8) reveals that there was a
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farm, along with at least one tenant
structure on the east side of Muddy Branch
Road, potentially in the survey vicinity. In
addition, a similar farm comp]ex was situated
on the west side of the road, in the general
vicinity of the previously reportecl
architectural site,

Recently Cabak and her colleagues
have examined the architectural development
of farmsteads in the Aiken Plateau area
(Cabak et al. 1999). T]Jey dwhngumli “folk
styles” from “national styles,” using the
definitions common to the field: folk forms
heing “designed without a conscious attempt
to mimic current fashion” (McAlester and
McAlester 1084:5), while national forms
reveal “the influence of B]lapes, materials,
detajling, or other features that make up an
architectural style that was currently in
vogue” (McAlester and McAlester 1984:5).

Of course, this approa.ch 18 open to
criticism. For example, some would argue
that anything as “pure” as McAlester and
McAlester's folk form exists, that it is

. v s . . . Flgure 8. Portlon of ’tlle 1939 G'erml'mr H:gl:way cmd Tranaporfaimn Map
y impossible to design without some of Asken County showing the project area.

clagree of inﬂuence l)eing exerted ]:)y ome's
neigll]aota. It also leaves little room for forms
which are vernacular interpretations of pmi]jng national

styles.

Regardless, Cabak et al. (1999)note that the
common folk or vernacular sl:ylea of the Aiken region
prior to 1950 include three with considerable time depth:
the I-house, the ha]l-aucl—paxlor house, and Cumberland
house (t]:as latter style ljeiug a frame version of an earlier
log style). They consider two styles, the shotgun house
and the side-gabled house, to be transitional forms found
in mid-nineteenth ’chrough eatly twentieth century
contexts. The final three vernacular forms, the southern
Bunga.low, ﬁont-gablecl, and cross ga]:led ]:Lousea, were
popular in the eatly twentieth century (Caj:;a.lz et al.
1609:26). The only national form noted in the area was
the Craftsman style — that became popular nationwide in
the first quarter of the twentieth century.

The vast majority of the Aiken area houses fall
into the vernacular or folk category, with anly 5%
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representing national forms. Although these folk houses
dominate the pre-1950 Iandﬁcapé, 97% of tenant houses
fell into the category of early vernacular (I-houses, hall-
and-parlor houses, and Cumberland houses), while only
43% of the opsrator houses were of these early vernacular
forms. The modern styles were found at only 3% of the
tenant farms, but 27% of the operator farmsteads.

Whether this represents poverty wve. wealth,
acceptance of new ideas vs. rejection, or perhaps even a
&icho’tomy of power is unclear, but as they emphasize,
architectural differences cleﬁnitely existed between rural
tenure classes” (Cal:ak et al. 1999:26). They take these
changes as reﬂecting almost evo[utionary differences in
{armsteads, which could be classified as ’cra.cii'tional,
transitional, or modem (Cabak et al. 1999:31).




RESEARCH METHODS AND FINDINGS

As previously in&ica{erl, the primary goals of
this survey are to iclenﬁfy, recorcl, and assess the
significance of archaeological sites within the proposed
gubstation £00tpnnt No major ana.ly‘l:ioal liy'potl'leses
were created prior to the field work and data analysis.
This research design propcsad for this study is
ﬁndamentaﬂy explorative and explicative.

Field Survey

The survey area was wooded, but was clearly
marked in the field with double blue blazes on txees at
the property lines. In addition, the tract had been
srmjveyecl and we were providecl with a plat of the tract.

The 2.0 acre tract was examined using a
systematic intensive survey methoclology that examined
the entire acreage for arcl:aeological and historical
resources. An archaeological survey was conducted
using shovel tests placed at 100 foot intervals on
iransects spacecl at 50 [oot intervals. A series of eig]:lt
transects were established running from south to north
on the parcel, for a total of 18 shovel tests (Figure 9).

All shovel tests were approximately one-foot
gquare and were excavated to Elul)soil, usua]ly about 1.5
feet helow the surface. All soils were screened tl:,roug]n
Va-inch mesh and sail proﬁleﬁ were recorded as
appropriate, using Munsell soil colors. All shovel tests
were backfilled at the comple’cion of the wotk.

Regults of the Archaeclogical Survey

The investigation revealed that the propose&
property slopeﬁ up to the east and that there was a gen’tle
swale or clrainage area running rougmy eagt-west
through the tract. As a result of tlliﬂ, some differences
were ohserved in the shovel test proﬁles. In general we
found the soils in the western portion of the tract to be
more consistent with Troup San&s,. ex}:libi't'mg a grayish

brown (10YR5/2) sand about 0.4 foot overlying a
brownish-yellow (LOYR6/6) sand to a &apth of at least
1.5 feet. The soils in the eastern portion of the tract
included Bibb soils in the &epressions, characterized by
about 0.5 foot of dark gray (10YR4/1) sand overlying
an additional 1.5 foot of light brownish gray {10YR6/2)
sand. The dark surface soils are suggestive of reduction,
].i.kely from the moisture in the soils. Also found in this
area were Vaucluse soils, with proﬁleﬁ of about 0.2 to
0.4 foot of brown (10YR5/3) sand overlying an
additional 0.6 foot of brownish yellow (10YR6/6) sand
on top of a yellowisll brown {10YR5/6) and.

The field investigation revealed clear-cut
logging to the east, southeast, and south. In these arcas
uplancl soils were comple’r.ely e}cposlecl with gome initial
sheet erosion. To the north there is a power_li.ne corridor
and just ljeyoncl the existing substation. The topography
has heen extensively altered, but it is through this
general area that a small clrainage originaﬂy ran. Tocla.y
the powel:]jne corridor tends to be somewhat low and
wet. To the southwest of the Proposecl tract, and outside
of its laorclers, is an area of modern l‘rash, incluc].ing soda
]:uo’d:les, meta.l, cans, and other debris. None of these

materials were collected.

None of the shoval tests, however, proclucecl
any cultural remains.

Results of the Architectural Survey

During 1988 an architectural survey of eastern
Aiken County was conducted by Preservation
Constltants (Fiole and Schneider 1988). As previously
discussed only one structure was identified in the APE
for this project, U/03/0000/1790013. This structure
was found on the west side of county road 703
(previously known as Wire Road, today called Muddy
Branch Road), 0.2 mile south of its junction with 8-49
{Two Notch Roacl). The site was described as a one story
front ga.]:led voof structure. The porch is a separate
gabled element covering a single bay. Built about 1925,
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Figure 10. Viciill-ity of the survey tract and location of structure 1790013 (base ma.l-a is USGS Foxtown 7.5).
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Figure 11. North elevation of structure 1790013, looking south.

During our investigations this
structure was revisited since it was
noted to be within the APE. The
structure is essentiaﬂy the same as
originally reported in 1988 (Figures 11
and 12). As was reported initially,
alterations include replacement porch
posts, a one ]Jay addition at the left
elevation, and an awning on a rear
window on the rig]:lt elevation (not
visible in these pho’cograplns). The ca.
1950 vertical-board garage is likewise
still present. No additional assessment
or comments seem appropriate for this
structure and we continue to
recommend the structure not eligi.]:vle.

Stan&i.ug at the propose&
substation site the structure was just
]:)a.re}y visible ’tluough screening

the structure was reportecl to have ’criangular lowvered vegetation.- The existing substation and associated
attic vents in the front and porc]n gal:le ends, and powerline are cunenﬂy visible from the structure. It is
EXPOSE& fa&el’ ED&S

and triangular
knee braces at the
eaves. The single
and double
windows have 6/6
panes and  the
house was
constructed of
weatherboards.

This
structure was
recommended  ag
not eligﬂ»le for
inclusion on the
National Register
and this was
concurred with I)y
the State Historic

Pregservation igure 12, SOu‘tl'.l. and west elevations o£ structure 1790013, ]oolang northeast.

Office (leﬁer from

Mas, ]ulie Turner,

Survey Architectural Historian to Mr. David Schneider, u_nlileely that the proposecl substation will have any
dated Fel)ruary 14, 1989). additional quanﬁElaMe visual affect on the view scape.
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This s’cuc];y involved the examination of a 2.0
acre tract situated in north central Aiken County,
South Carclina, The tract is proposecl for the
construction of an electrical substation to be used ]:y the
Aiken Power Cooperative. This report, conducted for
Carolina Power Cooperative, provic]es the results of that
investigation and is intended to assist that organization
comply with their historic preservation responsibilities.

While su_n'ouncling areas had been ex‘l:ens'rvely
loggecl, the stucly tract was found to be in good
condition with a ]_ight covering of pine and mixed
hardwoods, The a.rc}:laeologica.l gurvey included close
interval shovel testing, which revea.lecl intact soils, but
no evidence of cultural remains on the s‘f:u&y traot.

It is likely that the absence of Prelﬁstoric

remains is associated with the distance to any
permanent water source, as well as the low, ro]ling
topogtaphy. [t seems more lilzely that pre];\istoric sites
will he found further upslope, on the ridge crest.
Historic sites, while associated with the road net'worlz,
are not present on the survey tract. One farm stead
appears to have been destroye& ]3Y previous &evelopment
activities nearby, while the farmstead to the west has
heen recorded in a previous county—wic].e architectural
survey (Fick and  Schneider 1988) as
U/03/0000/1790013.

This particular structure is situated about 500
feet west-southwest of the sh.ldy tract. Oux
investigations reveal that it is essenﬁaﬂy uncha;ngecl
since the 1088 survey. As was recommended at that
time, we also recommend the site as not eligil:le for
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places,
Moreover, it seems ]J'lze}y that the structure Wl].l be
largely screened [rom the new substation, al’choug}l both
the existing substation and the existing powetlinea
associated with the substation are currently visible.

Ttis possﬂ:le that archaeologica} remains may
be encountered in the substation clu.riug construction

activities, As aIways, the uﬁlity's contractors should be
advised to report any discoveries of concentrations of
artifacts (such as bottles, ceramics, or projectile points}
or brick rubble to the project engineer, who should in
turn report the materal to the State Historic
Preservation Oﬁice, or Chicora Foundation (the
process of Clealn:lg with late discoveries is discussed in
36CFR800.13(]))(3)). No further land altering
activities should take place in the vicinity of these
discoveries until they have been esamined by an
archaeologis’c ancl, if necessary, have been processecl
according to 36CFRS00.13(5)(3).
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